
·~ -. . . . 

.- · . . UNITE- TATES ENVIRON MENTAL f1RO TEC 

'.' A ' f APR 2 21982 . 
N ACE'NC Y 

vH J I . Litton Industr 'ies , Advanced Circuit r y Di v ision, Springfield , Missouri 

1 0 

O an i e 1 J. Shi e 1 Ac;. 
Chief, LHZf'l · -~ 
F i lE; 

At 10 :00 a . m> ori April 19, 1982, I met with Dav id Doyle, ·Karen Fl ournoy 
and Debbie McK in ley, all of ARWM, to discuss curren t . a ctivi ti es re gard ing 
this f :lci l ity . David developed the referra..1 packa ge wh ich I am wor ki ng on 
for . 1~suance of an adrniiri s trative civil complaint under §3008 of RCR A. · 
Karen is r ev iewing the clos ure plan submitted by Litton Industries a~d 
Oebhie has been worki ng on activities regarding possible groundwater con
tamination in the Springfiel d v icinity (primari l y the Fulbright Landfill). 

The following items were discussed: 

l . David indicated that t he wastewater c urrentl y being discharged to the 
lagoon probably could be delisted if a petition were f.i led, but that no 
such pet it ion has been filed. 

2. Karen stated that a closure plan was received at approximately the 
same time as the first emergency permit was issued (mid-March.). She has 
rev iewed that closure plan and found it to be i nadequate . A revised clo
sure plan was · to have been submitted by Apr11 15, 1982, bu t Karen has not 
yet receiv ed it. · · 

3 . Debbie indica ted that in their f iles t hey have r e ferences to a dye 
s tudy don e under contract to MDNR .some time around 1977. Dye was ;.,la ced 
in a sink hole approximate ly 400 yards from the Litt on facility an d was 

. tr aced t o the Fan tast i c Caverns approximately 3 miles away i n about 15 
minutes . A comple t e copy of th e study is not in our fil e~ but cou ld be 
obtained, accordi~g t o Debbie. 

4. The la goon i n question is no longer r ece iving wast0s an~ Littnn has 
indi cat ed that they wi ll pump it un t i1 the lag oon is dr y . I t ii:, c1.n-rentiy 
being pumped at the rate of approximately 500 ,000 qal lon s pe r day to i r n 
ga t ion and an othe r 500,000 gallons per day to the Spri ng fi e ld sewer sys-
te1n . It i s estimated that it will take appr oxi mJlt'ly one week to complete 
pumping down the lagoon ~ 

s,· Until we r eci)ive th e final closure plan , we wi l l not know fo r Stff (' hnw 
long it will be unt il the t reatment facility is ch)s~d. It is es timated 
that it will be closed wi thi n a matter of months. 
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6. Litton currently has two existing· mnnitorinq 1>1ells, David was not 
sure of the exact location of the wells but hP ind1cated that they wue 
not downgradient from the facility. Thes"' wells would not satisfy the 
groundwater rmhitoring req uirerri:'nts of 40 C.F.R. Part 265 .91. 

7. The latest emergency .permitexpire·s at th.e end of April. It was oot 
clear whether oi not the facility would have to b~ finally closed at the 
time that emergency permit expir€s, 

Having discussed these items, we then discussed those actions which David 
desired regarding this facility. Oa0id outlined his desires as follows: 

1. Administrative civil penalties for .Litton's noncompliance ~ith the · 
November 19, 198 1, deadline for ground·water monitoring . 

2. Admini~trative civil penalties for increasing the design capa~ i ty of 
the lagoon w'ithout prior' justification to and concurrence from EPA. 

3. Adminfstrative civ i l penalties for the leaking dikes found by MONR rn 
March. 

4. Depending upon the time un til f in a l cl osure , the imposition of the 
~roun dwater monitoring requi rements prior to final closur e. 

5. Possible violations addressed in the ab ove administrative complaint o.f 
·the .c losure plar1 ·r eq uirerrients. Karen Flournoy is reviewing th is item anJ 
e xpects to have that review comple t ed w'ithin a matter of days of when the 
revised closure pl an i s received. 

I asked Debbie if she were planning a referra l to us for issuance of a 
3013 Order to c001pel qr oundwater monitoring at the Litton site . She.indi-

·cated that Litton was not li sted as an uncontrolled site and that tt1ey haa 
no immediate plans for making such a referral. She did agree that ground
wa.ter 1ronitoring in the area ·was 1Jesired and hoped that we .would find some 
mechanism for imposinq at l eas t l imited groundwater monitoring unt1f-~r 

Subtitle C of RCRA. 

lt appeqrs that many of the items Dav1d desires to addrt>ss in th~ adm in i
strative complaint would be for the purpose of obtaining civil penalties 
for: pas t violations. l told him that it was my unde r stand ing that we were 
not current l y issuing canplaints strictly for the purpose 6f col~ect1ng 
penalties for past violations, but fur ther indicated that we would diicu~s 
these matters with Jim Kahanek and Heidi Hughes when they were in the 
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Gffice on April 20 and ?l. At 01ie tirre it was desired to issue the admin
istrative comp1aint prior . to tile time the lagoons have been pumped dry. 
However, all _per5ons in attendance at the meeting frlt the appropriate 
plan of attack to .be to wait unti.1 we have.received the final cl-0sure plan 
and reviewed those act ions to be taken by Litton regarding groundwater 
roo·nitor ·irig as a part of that c_losure plan. 

cc: David Doyle, ARWM 
Ka r en (101 1rnoy, ARWM 
Debbie McKinley, ARWM 
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